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cent give no information, while 18 per cent distinctly
say that they heard no sound; that is, roughly, out of
every five observers, three heard the sound, one made
no reference to it, and one failed to hear the sound.

In a few cases, no doubt, this failure was due to the
distance of the observer, but this is far from being a
complete explanation; for, in Herefordshire, six out of
179, and in Gloucestershire 17 out of 227, observers
heard no sound. Nor is the peculiarity a local one,
for at Clifton two out of five observers who were
awake did not hear the sound, at Birmingham four
out of 23, and in London, eight out of 18. Even in
the same house, it would happen that one observer
would hear a sound as of a heavily-laden traction-
engine passing, while to another it was quite in-
audible.

Again, a large number of observers who heard the
sound expressly state that they were unconscious of
any while the shock lasted. The noise at first re-
sembled the approach of a steam-roller or traction-
engine up the street, it became gradually louder, and
then ceased more or less suddenly as the shock-
began ; while, to others in the same places, the sound
continued to grow in loudness until the strongest
vibrations were felt.

Even when observers in the same place agreed in
hearing the sound, it presented itself to them under
different aspects. Thus, at Hereford, a crash or
bomb-like explosion was noticed by some, but not
by all, observers; at Ledbury, the sound according to
one began like a rushing wind and culminated in a
loud explosive report, another heard a noise like
distant thunder, which ended when the shock began,
while a third heard no sound at all. At places more